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1 . Claims 1 -8 are presented for examination. 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the instruction code associated with said instruction 
data" in lines 15-16. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Applicant recites: "an instruction memory storing an instruction program 
consisting of instruction codes, said instruction program being stored as data associated 
with an address" in lines 2-4 but no one instruction code is singled out. 

6. Claim 1 recites the limitation "said execution" in line 26. There are conflicting 
antecedent bases for this limitation in the claim. 

7. On line 23 there is "the execution of the instruction" and on line 24 there is "the 
execution of the conditional branch". 

8. Claim 1 recites the limitation "said address" in lines 32-33. There are conflicting 
antecedent bases for this limitation in the claim. 

9. On lines 3-4 there is "said instruction program being stored as data associated 
with an address ". On lines 12-13 there is "said address is provided from said 
instruction fetch block to said instruction memory". On lines 1 3-14 there is "said 
instruction program data at said address ". On lines 29-30 there is "a branch target 



Application/Control Number: 10/602,640 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2181 

address to be used if the conditional branch is taken". And, on lines 30-31 there is "an 
address to be used if the conditional branch is not taken". 

10. In lines 2-4 of applicant's claim 1 applicant recites "an instruction memory storing 
an instruction program consisting of instruction codes, said instruction program being 
stored as data associated with an address". It is not clear why instructions are stored in 
instruction memory as data and how that distinguishes applicant's claims from, for 
instance, instructions stored in instruction memory as instructions. 

11. In lines 13-20 of applicant's claim 1 , applicant recites "said instruction program 
data at said address is inputted from said instruction memory to said instruction fetch 
block, the instruction code associated with said instruction program data is inputted from 
said instruction fetch block to said decode block, the control signal associated with the 
instruction decoded from said instruction code is inputted from said decode block into 
said execution block". Proper English language construction would be "output from said 
instruction memory to or into said instruction fetch block", etc. unless applicants have 
some unusual device construction that does not seem to have been made clear by their 
disclosure. 

12. Note that all of the defects of independent claim 1 are inherently found in 
dependent claims 2-8. 

13. Claims 4-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap between 
the elements. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted elements are: as decribed below. 
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14. Claims 4-8 contain the language, "said one of the two-address decoder being 
determined after the other". It is unclear what determining one address decoder after 
another means. Are they connected serially? Is there some determining means which 
reconfigures a bus structure so that the address decoders may be accessed in variable 
order. Is there merely a pair of pass gates activated sequentially, etc. 

15. The examiner regrets that due to applicants severe 1 12, 2 nd problems with his 
claims the examiner is unable to sufficiently determine the scope of applicant's claims 
so as to apply art at this time. 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

1 7. Henry et al . (Patent No. 6,609, 1 94). 

18. Harris (Patent No. 6,260,138). 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to William M. 
Treat at telephone number (571 ) 272-41 75. The examiner works at home on 
Wednesdays but may normally be reached on Wednesdays by leaving a voice message 
using his office phone number. The examiner also works a flexible schedule but may 
normally be reached in the afternoon and evening on three of the four remaining 
weekdays. 

20. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




WILLIAM M. TREAT 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



